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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 1 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Becker 
(2004/0228119). 

With respect to claim 1 , Becker teaches a light-emitting diode illuminator (12) 
with semiconductor light sources (paragraph 19) for a headgear (26) with a visor (28), 
the illuminator comprising: light emitting semiconductor light sources (40) a frame (12 
and 50), an electronics control part (44 and 46) for controlling the semiconductor light 
sources (paragraph 21), the electronic control part including a switch (46), wherein the 
semiconductor light sources are directed in a driven direction or directions (Fig. 1), 
wherein the semiconductor light sources are fitted in the frame, side by side and 
directed towards the given direction or directions (Fig. 1), wherein the switch is 
connected to the frame (Fig. 1 ), and wherein the switch is adapted to vary the lighting 
efficiency of the illuminator (paragraph 21 ; light sources are more efficient when they 
are on than when they are off). Becker does not explicitly teach the switch is arranged 
integrally to the frame, but it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, 
at the time of the invention, to make the switch (46) and (12) integral, since it has been 
held that making an old device integral without producing any new and unexpected 
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result involves only routine skill in the art. In re Larson, 340 F.2d 965, 968, 144 USPQ 
347, 349 (CCPA 1965). It would have been obvious to make the switch and frame 
integral, in order to make the device more durable and of fewer parts. 

Claims 2, 3, 5, and 6 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Becker in view of Hanley (6,733,1 50). 

With respect to claims 2, 3, 5, and 6, Becker teaches all of the claimed elements, 
as discussed above, except for explicitly teaching UV LEDs, IR LEDs, and different and 
differently colored light sources, which work together or separately; a water-tight 
encapsulated LED unit. Hanley, also drawn to LED illuminated headgear, teaches UV 
LEDs, IR LEDs, and different and differently colored light sources, which work together 
or separately (column 5, lines 33-47); a water-tight encapsulated LED unit (1808). It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art, at the time of the invention, 
to use the parts and assembly of Hanley with the illuminator of Becker, in order to 
provide a lighted headgear that is not bulky and does not stand out visually (column 1 , 
lines 59-61). 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 1 have been considered but are moot 
in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 
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Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to WILLIAM J. CARTER whose telephone number is 
(571)272-0959. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Sandra L. O'Shea can be reached on (571)272-2378. The fax phone 
number for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571- 
273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Sandra L. O'Shea/ 
Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art 
Unit 2875 

wjc 

10/22/08 



